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The following Report was prepared by a committee of the First 
Baptist Church in Providence, and read in church meeting, August 
25, 1850. The church then directed that it be presented to the 
Warren Baptist Association, at its approaching anniversary, and 
subsequently they ordered that it be published. 

No one can feel more sensibly the impropriety of occupying the 
attention of an Association of Christian churches, with questions 
of the nature of the one discussed in the following pages, than the 
com^dittee who were entrusted with the preparation of this Report. 
It was prepared with no view to its publication, and for the sole 
purpose of presenting to the church, in as succinct a manner as pos- 
sible, the grounds for the opinions to which the committee had been 
ied. The church, however, conceived that it would be more re- 
spectful to the Association to present, foor the consideration of that 
body, the document which had been prepared under their direction, 
containing, as they believed, a calm review of the Report of the As- 
sociation's committee, than m^ely to enter their dissent to the re- 
sult, which that committee had reached. 

To any one familiar with the progress of that subject since it was 
introduced to the Association, the action of the First Baptist Church 
in Providence will appear simply defensive. It was originally in- 
troduced to the Association in 1847, by the church in Newport, 
whose claim to priority of date ^^tfus set forth in their annual epistle. 
Subsequently the Association raised a committee of their own body, 
who, after the intermissiom of a year, presented a Report, which has 
been regarded as estabiishing the claims of the church in Newport. 
It was not until it had become probable that the Association would 
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proceed to alter its records, in accordance with this claim, that the 
church in Providence asked to be allowed a hearing. 

It is hardly necessary to state that the following paper is intended 
simply as a review of the Report of the Association's committee, 
and that it is to the subject only of that report that this document 
relates. Those to whom the care of its preparation was intrusted 
were not aware that they had employed any language which could 
be deemed uncourteous towards the Association's committee. Re- 
specting the only passage to which, on this ground, exception was 
taken, in the late meeting of the Association, it may be proper here 
to remark, that the object of the writer was none other than the ap- 
parent and lawful one, viz. to avail himself of the benefit of Mr* 
Callender's name and influence. The high character of this gentle- 
man for intelligence and fairness, was referred to as a passing trib- 
ute to his worth, and not to imply the absence of these qualities 
in the esteemed brethren whose Report to the Association is here 
reviewed. 
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REPORT. 



Providence, August 22, 1850. 

The undersigned, a committee appointed by the First Baptist 
Church, January 24th, 1850, "to inquire whether the church 
ought to make any communication to the Warren Baptist Associa- 
tion on the subject of the Report presented at their last meeting, re- 
specting the time when the First Baptist Church in Newport was 
constituted," respectfully submit the following as their Report : 

The First Baptist Church in Newport united with the Associa- 
tion in the year 1836. At that time the date of the constitution of 
the church was inserted in the Minutes of the Association, 1644. 

In the year 1847, the Associational letter from that church claim- 
ed that the church was constituted in the year 1638, and that it was 
the oldest Baptist Church in America. In the printed Minutes of 
that year, the records of the Association were altered by the clerk, 
without the direction of the Association, so as to correspond with 
the claim set up by the church in Newport. 

At the annual meeting of the Association in 1848, the following 
votes were passed by that body : 

1st. "That the date of 1638, inserted under the name of the 
First Baptist Church in Newport, contained in the tabular estimate 
in the Minutes of last year, be stricken out, and the date [1644] be 
inserted as in the Minutes of the years preceding. 

2d. That a committee consisting of T. C. Jameson, J. P. Tustin 
and Levi Haile, be appointed to inquire into the evidence as to the 
date of the First Baptist Church in Newport, with instructions to 
report at the next session of the Association." 

At the meeting in 1849, this committee presented their Report, 
wherein they say that they '^are of the opinion that the church at 
Newport was formed certainly before the Ist of May, 1639, and 
probably on the 7th of March, 1638." 



The following is a copy of this Report : 

The committee, coosisting of T. C. Jameson, J. P. Tustin and Levi 
Halle, appointed by this Association at its last meeting, ** to inquire into 
the evidence as to the date of the First Baptist Church in Newport," sub- 
mitted the following report : 

The claim advanced by said church is, that instead of having been 
formed, as heretofore supposed, in the year 1644, it was really formed 
March 7th, 1638. To investigate the evidence by which this claim is supr 
ported, is the sole duty which your committee understand to have been 
assigned to them. To this alone, therefore, they have directed their at- 
tention. They have carefully examined the evidences to which they have 
been referred, and so far as possible, the different authorities that have 
been cited. 

From this investigation, your committee are of the opinion that the 
church at Newport was formed certainly before the 1st of May, 1639, and 
probably on the 7th of March, 1638. 

In a matter, however, where so much interest is felt, the committee do 
not think it sufficient to express their own opinion, but have concluded 
to refer to the Association the evidence upon which that opinion is based, 
with t«uch references to authorities relied upon, as will enable any one 
easily to investigate this matter, and form for himself an opinion upon the 
question at issue. 

Au^tuft 20thf 1637, there was an Assembly of all the Ttadimg Elders at 
Newtown, Mass., (now Cambridge,) by whom eighty prevalent errors 
were examined and condemned ; five questions were Hiscussed about 
which there was a diversity of opinions. — [Winthrop's Journal, vol. 1st, 
page 237 -239. 

October or J^ovtinbtr 2rf, 1637, The General Court assembled in the 
same place — disfranchised and banished several persons on account of 
their religious opinions. — [Winthrop's Journal, vol. 1st, pages 245 — 246. 

At this court, John Clarke and his associates determined to remove for 
peace sake, and to enjoy the freedom of their consciences. — [Callender's 
Historical Discourse, page 75 — 83. 

March UK, 1638. — The persons thus associated, eighteen in number, 
having obtained a place for their purpose, on the island of Aquiday, 
signed their names to a church covenent, which also embodied in itself a 
civil compact. — [Callender's Historical Discourse, page 212. Also, Colony 
Records. 

May 13^^, 1638, the sixth vote passed in their associate capacity, related 
to the location ot their meeting-house. — Colony Records. 

September, 1638, it became matter of record in Winthrop's Journal, 
vol. 1st, page 271, that John Clarke was the preacher to those on the 
Island. Reference is also made by him to several religious meetings held 
about this time at the same place. 

January 2d, 1639, Nicholas Easton, John Coggeshall and William Bren- 
ton. Elders of the Church, were appointed Assistant Judges, according to 
the provisions of a law passed at the same date. — [Note in Winthrop's 
Journal, page 296. 

The law according to which this appointment was made, may be found 
in " Colony Records." 

May 11th, 1639, the existence of this church was matter of public re- 
cord in Massachuf etts. — [Winthrop's Journal, page 297. 



At another time, probably in the autumn of 1639, when a disciplinary 
committee came from the Church in Boston to Newport, they found a 
Church there, and the persons over whom they claimed authority, having 
become members of the Church in Newport, refused to have any fellow- 
ship or connexion with the Church in Boston. — [Winthrop's Journal, voL 
1st, page 328, 329. 

There'are other facts bearing incidentalTy upon this subject ; the above» 
however, is the substance of what it is thought necessary to report. 

All of which is respectfully submitted by order and in behalf of the 
committee. T. C. JAM£SON, Chairman. 

The Associatian expressed no opinion on the subject of this Re- 
port, but ordered that it be printed in the Minutes for the use of all 
persons interested in the question. 

The Keport of the committee to the Association contains numer- 
ous references to documents and authorities, which, they state, 
" will enable any one easily to investigate this matter, and form for 
himself an opinion upon the question at issue." Your committee 
have consulted the authorities referred to, and present the following 
statement as the result of their examination. 

The Island of Rhode-Island, then called Aquiday or Aquitneck, 
was settled in the year 1638, by John Clarke and his associates, 
eighteen in number, A majority* of them were members of the 
church in Boston, of which the celebrated John Cotton was then 
the minister. Having imbibed certain peculiar views of Christian 
doctrine, they had fallen under the censure of the church, and finally 
of the General Court of Massachusetts. The wife of one of their 
number, Mrs. Anne Hutchinson, had been banished by order of the 
Court. It is hardly necessary to remark that these persons were not 
Baptists, and it does not appear that when they left Massachusetts, 
and formed their first settlement on Rhode-Island, any of them had 
been charged with holding Baptist sentiments. They were Con- 
gregationalists who sympathized with the peculiar theological views 
of Mrs. Hutchinson. In the language of the committee's Report 
to the Association, they '' determined to remove for peace sake, and 
to enjoy the freedom of their consciences." 

The first three references which the committee make to the au- 
thorities they had consulted, relate to these well known historical 
facts. The remaining references are more important to the question 
now under consideration. We will consider them in the order in 
which they are presented by the committee. 

1 . And first, the Report has the following :: 

♦Savage's ^Vinthrop, voL I, p. 259: 
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'^ March 7, 1638. The persons thus associated, eighteen in 
number, having obtained a place for their purpose on the Island of 
Aquiday, signed their names to a church covenant, which also em- 
bodied in itself a civil compact. Calender's His. Discourse, p. 212. 
Also, Colony Records." The church, of which the Report here 
speaks, is supposed by the committee to have been the present First 
Baptist Church in Newport; and this is the time, March 7, 1638, 
when, in their opinion, that church was *' probably" formed. — 
We will now examine the evidence to which we are here referred. 
On turning to Callender's Discourse, we find no mention of the 
formation of a church at the time and place named in the Report, 
nor of any " church covenant,*' to which these eighteen signed their 
names. The passage to which the committee refer, p. 212, does 
not occur in the discourse itself, but is found in an appendix to that 
work, prepared with great care by the Rev. Dr. Elton, recently of 
this city. " The following," says the editor, " is the form of civil 
compact agreed to by the first settlers on the Island of Rhode- 
Island :" 

" We, whose names are underwritten, do here solemnly in the 
presence of Jehovah, incorporate ourselves into a body politic, and 
as he shall help, will submit our persons, lives, and estates, unto 
our Lord Jesus Christ, the King of kings and Lord of lords, and to 
all those perfect and most absolute laws of his, given in his holy 
word of truth, to be guided and judged thereby. — Exod. 24 : 34 ; 
2d Chron. 11 : 3; 2d Kings, 11 : 17." It is this form of civil 
compact, wherein, in the solemn religious language employed in 
those times, the signers say that they incorporate themselves into a 
body politic, which the committee, in their Report to the Associa- 
tion, have chosen to call a church covenant, which, however, they 
admit, " also embodied in itself a civil compact." 

The settlers of Rhode-Island have never been accused of uniting 
church and State. They certainly did not go farther than Massa- 
chusetts even, and confound the two. They understood well the 
difierence between a church and a body politic, between a " church 
covenant" and a " civil compact." They were, as Mr. Callender 
calls them, " Puritans of the highest form,"* and performed their 
important civil acts in a solemn religious manner, invoking the 
name of Jehovah, and promising to be governed by his word. The 
act of the Rhode-Islanders, in entering into their civil compact, 

^Elton's edition, p. 116. 



strikingly resembled that performed on board the May Flower, 
which bore the church of Robinson to Plymouth Rock. Before 
they disembarked, the Pilgrims solemnly invoked the throne of 
grace, and then signed a civil compact, wherein " solemnly and 
mutually, in the presence of God and of one another, they cove- 
nanted and combined themselves together into a civil body politic."* 
The Rhode-Islanders did the same thing, and nothing more. 

The Association's committee have not referred us to the language 
which Callender himself employed in his valuable discourse. Cal- 
lender says nothing respecting the formation of a church at this 
time. When alluding to the event we have just noticed, he holds 
the following language ; " On the 7th of March, 1637 — 8, the people 
to the number of eighteen, incorporated themselves into a lody 
politic, and chose Mr. Coddington to be judge or chief magistrate."! 
It may serve a useful purpose to quote their language on this oc- 
casion : " We, that are freemen, incorporate of this body politic, 
do elect and constitute William Coddington, Esquire, a judge 
amongst us, and do covenant to yield all due honor unto him ac- 
cording to the laws of God, and, so far as in us lies, to maintain 
the honor and privileges of his place, which shall hereafter be rati- 
fied, according unto God, the Lord helping us so to do." All the 
recorded acts of this body, and they are carefully preserved in the 
office of the Secretary of State, are civil acts, and, in no instance, 
ecclesiastical. They provide for the division of laws, for the ap- 
pointment of civil officers, the erection of a whipping post, a jail, a 
pair of stocks, &c. 

" The first act passed under this form," says Dr. Elton, alluding 
to the form which the Association's committee have called a church 
covenant^ '' is dated 3d month, (that is. May) 13th day, 1638, and is 
in these words : "It is ordered that none shall be received as in- 
habitants, or freemen, but such as shall be received by consent of 
the body, and do consent to the government, that is, or shall be 
established according to the word of God." 

The fixing the qualifications of freemen or voters, building jails, 
stocks, and whipping posts, are certainly strange acts to be perform- 
ed by a Baptist church.;^ 

*Bayliea' Memoir of Plymouth Colony, vol. 1, p. 28. tElton's edit p. 84. 

^t cannot be supposed that the Association's committee overlooked the facts men- 
tioned above, and hence it is not unlikely that they regard the church and the colony 
as identical in persons, yet distinct in form and action ; so that the same individuals 
may, at one time, have acted as a church, and, at another time, under their '* civil 

2 
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In this connexion it may be worth while to remark, that this set- 
tlement on Rhode-Island was made on the northern part of the 
Island, at a place which then received the name of Portsmouth.* 
Newport was settled in 1639, and the two colonies for some time 
maintained each an independent existence, until the year 1643, when 
Roger Williams obtained a charter in Enjland, by which all the in- 
habitants of Narragansett Bay became incorporated under the name 
of " Providence Plantations in the Narragansett Bay in New Eng- 
land." It included the four towns, or colonies, of Providence, 
Portsmouth, Newport, and Warwick. There is no evidence that a 
church had, at this time, been transferred to Newport from Ports- 
mouth. No good reason for such a removal can even be imagined. 
Portsmouth was still a flourishing town. K then a church, of any 
order, was established on Rhode-Island so early as March 7, 1638, 
it is certain that it was not at Newport, but several miles distant 
from that place. 

2. The next statement of the Association's committee, is in the 
following words: ''May 13th, 1638, the sixth vote passed in 
their associate capacity, related to the location of their meeting- 
house. — Colony Records." 

The fects in regard to this vote are briefly these. On the day 
named, the newly constituted commonwealth passed several votes 
relating chiefly to the division of their lands among the inhabitants, 

compact." Indeed this view was presented in the discussion before the Warren 
Association, at its annual meeting in 1850, after the reading of the above paper. It 
may therefore be here remarlced, that this view needs confirmation. It is a hypoth- 
esis, which has never been supported by proof. It supposes that all of the eighteen 
who signed Ihe civil compact, and united in the election of Mr. Coddington, were 
members of the church, inasmuch as that same compact was also a church cove- 
nant. This, however, is extremely improbable, and ought never to be asserted ex- 
cept on some good and sufficient authoiity. Mr. Savage, in a note to Winthrop's 
Journal, vol. 1, p. 259, remarks, probably on the authority of the records of the church 
in Boston, " twelve of these eighteen associates were members of the church of 
Boston." 

The motive of the colonists was a religious one. Their leaders and a majority of 
their number were members of the church. Others would naturally be associated 
with them, because of family and other connexions. 

* Mr. Savage, in a note on Winthrop's Journal, Tvol. 1, p. 329,) has the following: 
"By Keayne's MS. it appears the place was callea Portsmouth, a name since ap- 
propriated to another town, of mucn less magnitude on the Island." 

Mr. Savage has here fallen into the common mistake which supposes that the first 
settlement was made at Newport. The northern extremity of the Island was first 
settled, and to it was given the name of Portsmouth, which it still bears. " The 
associates settled on tne Island, at a place opposite to Mount Hope, which they 
called Portsmouth, and elected Mr. Coddingt(Hi governor. Their numbers were 
toon increased, and, in a short time, several of them separating firom the others in 
1649, founded the town of Newport."— Baylies^ Memoirs of Plymouth Colony, vol. 
1, p. 224. 
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who, with John Clarke, had been concerned in the purchase of the 
Island. They appointed commissioners, whose duty it was to see 
that justice be done between man and man. They also passed the 
vote to which the Association's committee refer. It was in these 
words : " It is ordered, also, that the meeting house shall be set on 
the neck of land that goes over the maine of the Island, where Mr. 
John Coggeshall and Mr. John Sandford shall lay it out." 

All that this record proves is, that in laying out their town, and 
distributing the purchase among themselves, they, by vote in town 
meeting, reserved, and provided for, a lot on which to build a meet- 
ing house, a practice which has been followed in hundreds of cases 
since by the early proprietors of the towns and cities of our country. 
The committee, who consider this body politic to have been acting 
under a church covenant, say that this vote " related to the location 
of their meeting house." It is true that a church would naturally 
have spoken of the meeting house as theirs. The vote, however, 
employs other language, and speaks of '* the meeting house," point- 
ing, probably, to the necessity which these landholders knew would 
ere long arise, for the erection of a house for public worship. 

It does not appear whether the land thus located was ever occu- 
pied for the purpose for which it was given. In time it probably 
was : certainly, however, not at the cost of the body of freemen 
who had given the lot. Mr. Callender, who alludes to it, throws a 
doubt over the subject by intimating that it might have been in- 
tended for town meetings, or some other secular business. He 
says : *' One of their first cares, both at Portsmouth and at New- 
port, was to build a meeting house, which, I suppose, was designed 
for public worship."* 

Here we must leave this point. It will be seen that the critical 
historian can attach no value to this vote as proving, or as aiding 
to prove, that a church existed on the Island at that date. 

3. The next reference which the committee make is in the fol- 
lowing words : " September, 1638, it became a matter of record 
in Winthrop's Journal, vol. 1st, page 271, that John Clarke was the 
preacher to those on the Island." 

In the passage referred to, Winthrop merely says that the Gov- 
ernor of Massachusetts, for the purpose of ascertaining the truth of 
certain reports respecting Mrs. Hutchinson, who had removed to 

*Elton'f edition, pa^^ 116. 
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Rhode-Island, " wrote to Mr. Clarke, a physician and a preacher 
to those of the Island, to know the certainty thereof."* 

Gov. Winthrop's Journal is by far the most valuable record we 
possess of those early times. He recorded whatever public events 
in New-England fell under his own eye, or of which he heard. In 
some instances, however, he was led into error respecting the dis- 
tant colonies of Narragansett Bay, and his mistakes are pointed out 
by his editor, Mr. Savage. This is not surprising when it is con- 
sidered how dijSicult and uncertain was all communication in those 
days between Boston and these shores. It is, however, quite prob- 
able that Mr. Clarke was then " the preacher to those on the Is- 
land." He was unquestionably the ablest man among them, and 
was, as we know, a religious man, and member of the church in 
Boston. This, however, proves nothing either way, respecting the 
establishment of a church at Portsmouth, which, if it then existed, 
must have been, not a Baptist, but a Congregational church. Still 
less does this incidental remark of Winthrop cast any light upon 
the subject of the d.ate of the founding of the First Baptist Church 
in Newport. 

4. The next reference we find in this Report, is in these words : 
" January 2, 1639, Nicholas Easton, John Cog^eshall, and William 
Brenton, Elders of the Church, were appointed assistant judges, ac- 
cording to the provisions of a law passed at the same date. Note 
in Winthrop' s Journal, page 296." 

. The purport of this reference is to show that there was a church 
on the Island so early as 1639, because three " Elders of the 
church*' were appointed to a civil office. The authority here relied 
upon, is that of the Hon. Samuel Eddy, late of this city, whose letter 
to Mr. Savage, the editor of Winthrop's Journal, is inserted in a 
foot note, on the page referred to by the committee. Judge Eddy's 
language is as follows : 

" On the first settlement of the Island, they chose Coddington, 
(7th 1st month, 1638, the day of their incorporation,) their Judge. 
He remained sole Judge until the 2d of the 11th month, 1638, [Jan. 
2, 1639,] when they chose three elders to his assistance, viz. Nicho- 
las Easton, John Coggeshall and William Brenton." 

^Savage's Winthrop, vol. 1, p. 271. 
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It will be observed that Judge Eddy does not use the language of 
the committee. He does not say they were "elders of the church." 
He simply says they were " three elders." 

In his discourse, page 96, Callender says, " towards the end of 
the year, on the 2d day of the 11th month, they added three gen- 
tlemen, as assistants to him, [Coddington] in his office." In a foot 
note on this passage, Callender has himself added, *' The three el- 
ders were Nicholas Easton. John Coggeshall and William Brenton." 
There is here no mention of any church. Callender, who first call- 
ed these newly elected magistrates " gentlemen," and then " elders," 
uses the latter term with reference to the dignity of their civil office, 
and not in an ecclesiastical sense. We have examined a copy of the 
law creating this office of " eldership," to which these three magis- 
trates were chosen. It fully confirms our view of the purely civil 
character of these officers. The law was passed January 2, 1639, 
and is as follows : "By the consent of the body it is agreed, that 
such who shall be chosen to the place of eldership, they are to as- 
sist the Judge in the execution of justice and judgment, for the reg- 
ulating and ordering of all ofiences and offenders, and for drawing 
up and determining of all such rules and laws as shall be according 
to God, which may conduce to the good and welfare of this com- 
monweal." The remaining part of this law provides that the acts 
of the Judge and elders shall be reported to the body of freemen 
quarterly, to be by them ratified or repealed, as they may see fit. 
Then follows the vote, by which the three first elders were elected, 
as follows : "By the election of the body, Mr. Nicholas Esson, [Eas- 
ton] Mr. John Coggeshall and Mr. William Brenton are chosen and 
called on, unto the place of eldership, to assist the Judge in the ex- 
ecution of judgment and justice, for the regulating and ordering of 
all ofiences and ofienders, and for the drawing up and determining 
of all such rules and laws as shall be according to God, which may 
conduce to the good and welfare of the commonweal, d&c. as afore- 
said. 

The acts passed by the judge and elders, under this law, together 
with those passed jointly by them and by the "body," are given in 
the colony records. They relate exclusively to the civil affairs of 
the colony, and in no instance are ecclesiastical. As an illustration 
the following is taken from the record of the first meeting held after 
the passage of this law : 
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24th of 11th mo. 1638, [or Jan. 24, 1639, N. S.] " The body being 
assembled with the judge and elders, it was agreed (as necessary) 
for the Commonwealth, that a constable and a serjeant should be 
chosen by the body, to execute the laws and penalties thereof, viz. 
The constable is to see that the peace be kept, and that there be no 
unlawful meetings, or anything that may tend to civil disturbance 
practised ; and further he is to inform, in general, of all manifest 
breaches of the law of God, that tend to civil disturbance." The 

Serjeant, he is to attend all meetings of the judge and elders, and 
to execute the sentences of the Court, and he is to serve all war- 
rants directed unto him." 

From all this, it appears that these men were not " elders of the 
church." They were called elders because they filled a civil office. 
With the judge or governor, they formed a Court, which proposed 
laws, issued warrants, and passed the sentence of the civil law. 

At this time no code of laws had been adopted by this colony. 
As in Massachusetts and Connecticut, so here, the civil law of the 
Hebrews was regarded as binding on the Christian magistrate and 
on the people. 

5. The sentence in the Report, which we are next to examine, 
is as follows : "May 11th, 1639, the existence of this church was 
matter of public record in Massachusetts. — ^Winthrop's Journal, page 
297." 

Winthrop's Journal, which is the authority here referred to, was 
not a ^^ public record." It was a private journal, kept with great 
care, but with no assistance from the legal proofs which usually 
guard the accuracy of public documents. In this journal, under 
date of May 11th, 1639, the writer, speaking of the people who 
had elected Mr. Coddington, Governor, says : " They also gathered 
a church in a very disordered way ; for they took some excommu- 
nicated persons, and others who were members of the church in 
Boston, and not dismissed." It is on the authority of this state- 
ment that the committee must rely, when they say in the first part of 
their Report : " Your committee are of the opinion that the church 
at Newport was formed certainly before the first of May, 1639." 

We have now to inquire, whether there is any evidence that this 
church, thus &rmed " in a very disordered way," was the church 
now known as the First Baptist Church in Newport ; and whether 
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in fact it was a Baptist cliurcli at all. The question of the identity 
of the two bodies will be considered in connexion with the next and 
last statement and reference made by the committee. We will here 
merely allude to the reasons why the church of which Winthrop 
speaks could not have been a Baptist church. 

We have already remarked that the eighteen persons who first 
settled on Rhode -Island were Congregationalists. A majority of 
them were members of Mr. Cotton's church. Mrs. Hutchinson, 
whose husband was one of the number, had been excommunicated, 
with perhaps one or two others. No one of this company were 
» under the censure of the church, or of the General Court of Massa- 

|i chusetts, for holding Baptist sentiments. If they had become 

i; Baptists so soon after leaving Boston, and had formed a Baptist 

f church, it is not likely that Winthrop would have omitted to notice 

this important fact. The ana-baptism of Roger Williams is set 
down as his most grievous sin, and the proof of the wisdom of his 
expulsion from Massachusetts. But Winthrop, who had little char- 
ity for the settlers of Aquitneck, never accuses them of this heresy. 
He expressly says that the Baptists went to Providence, while the 
followers of Mrs. Hutchinson settled on Rhode-Island : " Many of 
Boston and others, who were of Mrs. Hutchinson's judgment and 
party, removed to the isle of Aquiday ; and others who were of the 
rigid separation, and savored ana-baptism, removed to Provi- 
dence."* 

We have, however, another proof that these persons were not at 
this time Baptists. In February, 1640, the church in Boston sent 
three of its members to Rhode-Island with a view to reclaim their 
erring brethren. The report which these persons made to the 
church in Boston, has been carefully preserved. It enters fully into 
the causes of the complaint which the Boston church made to these 
offenders. No mention is made of the subject of Baptism. The 
report of this visiting committee shows that a church had been 
constituted at Portsmouth ; but the committee only complain that 
their members had not been regularly dismissed, and besides had 
received certain excommunicated members to their communion. — 
Had the church, however, added the sin of ana-baptism, these 
commissioners could not have failed to have taken some notice of 
the &ct ; neither is it probable that the Boston church would have 

^Satage's Winthrop, vol. 1, p. 268» 
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sent messengers to a Baptist dxurch. In the absence, therefore, of 
the slightest positive testimony, going to show that Baptist senti- 
ments had, at that time, been professed on the Island, the above 
fiicts ought to be considered conclusive against such a supposition. 

6. The visit of these commissioners to Rhode-Island, is also re- 
ferred to by the Association's committee in their next and last 
statement, which we are now to examine. They say : "At another 
time, probably in the autumn of 1639, when a disciplinary com- 
mittee came from the church in Boston to Newport, they found a 
Church there, and the persons over whom they claimed authority, 
having become members of the Church in Newport, refused to have 
any fellowship or connexion with the church in Boston. — Win- 
throp's Journal, vol. 1st, p. 328-329." The committee have fallen 
into an error respecting the time when this visit was made. They 
say it was *' probably in the autumn of 1639." These commis- 
sioners made their return to the church in Boston, March 16th, 
1640.* A full account of their report is preserved in a thick quarto 
MS. of great value, belonging to the Massachusetts Historical So- 
ciety. It was written by Capt. Robert Keayne, the founder and 
first Captain of the Ancient and Honorable Artillery Company. — 
He was at that time a merchant in Boston, and a member of the 
church in that place. lie gives the report which each of the dep- 
utation made, in their own language. Large extracts from this 
valuable MS. are published in ElUs* life of Anne Hutchinson, con- 
tained in the 16th volume of Sparks' American Biography. From 
this it appears that the delegation left Boston on the 22d day of the 
12th month, O. S., or February, 1640, N. S., and reached Rhode- 
Island in six days. They returned, as before stated, so as to make 
a report to the church, March 16th, 1640. As the Association's 
committee in their Report, have italicised the words " autumn of 
1639," it is supposed that they attached importance to this fact as 
helping to fix an early date for the existence of the Baptist church 
in Newport. For this reason we have been careful to ascertain the 
exact time of the visit, which, as will be perceived, was at the close 
of the winter, and the beginning of the spring of 1640. Winthrop's 
account of this visit is inserted in his journal, under date of March 
24th, 1640. 

♦Ellis' Life of Anne Hutchinson, in Sparks' Am. Biog, vol. 16, p. 328.— Note to 
Savage's Winthrop, vol. 1, p. 329. 
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As this passage in Winthrop contains the earliest notice we find 
of the existence of a church at Newport, of any description, it is 
here inserted, and is as follows : 

" The church of Boston sent three brethren, viz : Capt. Edward 
Gibbons, Mr. Hibbins and Mr. Oliver, the younger, with letters to 
Mr. Coddington and the rest of our members at Aquiday, to under- 
stand their judgments in divers points of religion, formerly main- 
tained by all, or divers of them, and to require them to give account 
of their unwarrantable practice, in communicating with excommuni- 
cated persons, &c. When they came, they found that those of 
them who dwell at Newport had joined themselves to a church there 
newly constituted, and thereupon they refused to hear them as mes- 
sengers of our church, or to receive the church's letters. Where- 
upon, at their return, the elders and most of the church would have 
cast them out, as refusing to hear the church ; but all being not 
agreed, it was deferred.*' — ^Winthrop's Journal, 1st month, (March^ 
24th, 1639-40.* 

The importance of this passage to the question before us, requires 
that it be examined with some care. Winthrop here states that 
this committee of three were instructed with reference to two parti- 
culars : first, " to understand their judgments in divers points of 
religion formerly maintained by aU or divers of them." Baptism 
could not have been one of these points, for, as we stated before, the 
settlers of Rhode-Island were not Baptists, and had never been ac- 
cused of " savouring anabaptism." The " points of religion /ormer- 
ly maintained by them," and for which they had been censured by 
the Boston church, were of another character, and " savoured" the 
heresy of Anne Hutchinson. When Winthrop says that the church 
sent to inquire of these wanderers respecting points of doctrine 
" formerly" held by them, he unquestionably alludes to the hereti- 
cal sentiments they held before leaving Boston. 

The other duty with which the disciplinary committee were charged 
towards the brethren on R. Island, was, in the language of Winthrop, 
" to require them to give account to the church of their unwarranta- 
ble practice, in communicating wiih excommunicated persons,^* 

This is the only other charge which the church in Boston had to 
bring against their absent brethren. Besides being guilty of the 

^Savage's edition, vol 1, p. 328. 
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Hutchinsonian heresy, these persons, while they were under censure 
in Boston, had formed a church on R. Island, and had received Mrs. 
Hutchinson to their fellowship. These are the two grounds of com- 
plaint. But in those days, the sin of anabaptism was a graver one 
than either of those of which these persons had been guilty. So 
early then as February, 1640, it could not have been known in Bos- 
ton, that these persons had formed a Baptist church ; nor could so 
notorious an event have been concealed, had it taken place. And 
when to this fact, we add another, that the committee, when mak- 
ing their return to the church in Boston, say nothing of having 
found a Baptist church on the Island, nor that any of their members 
had become Baptists, the conclusion is inevitable, that there was no 
such church there. 

There is still another point, in this extract from Winthrop's Jour- 
nal, which it may be well to notice. He says that the persons on 
the Island '* refused to hear the messengers of our church, or to re- 
ceive the church's letters." From Capt. Keayne's MS. we learn, 
that these refractory brethren inquired of the messengers "what 
power one church hath over another church?" We may well imag- 
ine that had these commissioners extended their journey to Provi- 
dence, and included Roger Williams and his associates in their spir- 
itual visitation, he would have varied the reply somewhat, and 
would have asked the still more perplexing question, " What power 
hath a Congregational church over a Baptist church?" 

Still it may be thought that the views of the independency of 
churches which were held, at this time by the brethren on Rhode- 
Island, are more related to Baptist sentiments than to Congrega- 
tional usages. To this we reply, that the First Congregationalists 
of New-England guarded the independency of their churches as 
carefully as Baptists have ever done. In some respects they were 
more jealous of the interference of other churches, than we are at 
the present day. For example, in the ordination and settlement of 
a minister, the whole work was performed by members of the church 
to which the candidate belonged. Thus the celebrated John Cotton, 
the first minister of the church in Boston, although he had been, for 
many years a non-conforming minister of the established church in 
England, was re-ordained by the imposition of the hands of the rul- 
ing elders of the Boston church. — Speaking of this event, the Rev. 
Dr. Leonard Bacon, in the last number of the New<-Englander, says, 
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^* Other churches were present by their ministers, not to ordain, but 
only to be witnesses of the ordination, and to give the right hand of 
fellowship."— (New-Eng. Aug. 1850, p. 413.) 

Trained, as tbese persons on the Island of Rhode-Island had 
been, in this policy of church independency, having witnessed, as 
many of them doubtless had, Mr. Cotton's ordination, and other 
acts of the Boston church of a like character, their reply to tiie 
visiting committee was pointed, and wisely chosen: "What pow- 
er hath one church over another?" No one who takes all these 
facts into the accouut, can suppose that the asking of this ques- 
tion implies the organization of a Baptist church.* 

From this testimony of Gov. Winthrop, and from information de- 
rived from the more authoritative MS. of Keayne, it appears that so 
early as the spring of 1640, a church had been established on the 
Island. We have presented the reasons for believing that it was 
not a Baptist church. But there is another point to be examined. 
Where was this church located ? At Portsmouth, or at Newport ? 
Winthrop indeed says at Newport. He says that the committee of 
the Boston church found a church at Newport. But on turning to 
the report which this committee made, we find that they say nothing 
respecting Newport. They say that they found a church in Ports- 
mouth, and that the church in Portsmouth refused to hear them. 
Even the editor of Winthrop's Journal notices this remarkable dis- 
crepancy. In short, the value of Winthrop's statement must yield 
to the superior value of the statement of the men themselves. He 
says that they went to Newport, but they say that they went to 
Portsmouth, and they make no mention of Newport. 

We certainly cannot say that at that time these names were not 
used interchangeably, although we have no evidence that they were. 
We are not disposed even to deny that the visiting committee went 
to Newport, and that they have given it the name previously given 
to the other town on the Island, although this is not probable. We 
only claim that the statement of Winthrop, as it stands, does not 
authorize the historian to say that a church of any kind had been 
formed in Newport, so early as the time of this visit. 

*The Congregational churches of Rhode-island- have always preserved more of 
this early independency, than their sister churches of Massachusetts and Connecti- 
cut. To this day, the Beneficent Congregational church in Providence has refused 
to unite with the Consociation of Congregational churches in the State. On the 
auhject of the changes which have taken place in Congregational »"""''^» «^«^««w. 
New-Englander, v. 8, pp. 415, 416. 
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We have now examined all the authorities to which, the Associa- 
tion's conunittee have referred us, and by which they have been led 
to the opinion that the First Baptist church in Newport " was form- 
ed certainly before the first of May, 1639, and, probably, on the 
7th of March, 1638." 

The result to which we have been led may be stated as follows : 

1. We have no evidence of the existence of a church on the Island 
of Bhode-Island, prior to the time when the church in Boston sent 
their committee to the Island, which was the latter part of February, 
1640. 

2. At this date, a church undoubtedly had been formed. 
3* This church was a Congregational Pedobaptist church. 

4. It is in the highest degree probable that it was established at 
Portsmouth, and not at Newport. 

5. There is no evidence offered by the committee, and there is 
none with which we are acquainted, that this church ever was re- 
moved to Newport, or that it ever became a Baptist church. 

Thus far we have followed the path of investigation pursued by 
the Association's committee, and have confined ourselves mainly to 
the facts and authorities to which they have referred. There are, 
however, other considerations which confirm the view we have taken. 
We will present one, connected with the founding of the First 
Baptist church in Providence. 

We leam from that voluminous record of events in those days, 
the Journal of Governor Winthrop, that so early as January, 1639, 
religious meetings were held at the house of Roger Williams, and 
that so tenaciously was the principle of freedom of conscience then 
held by the people of Providence, the town disfranchised one of 
its own citizens, for refusing to allow his wife to attend meeting as 
often as she wished.* These facts show, that regular meetings were 
held at that time ; but they do not prove that a church had then 
been formed. 

A little farther on, Winthrop has an entry, which shows that a 
church had then been established. He records the baptism of Roger 
Williams and of eleven others : an event which signally and indisput- 
ably marks the founding of the First Baptist church in Providence, 

^Savage's ed., vol. 1, p. 283. Knowles' Memoir of Roger Williams, p. 138. 
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*'' beings," in the wotds of the inscription on the walls of its venera- 
ble edifice, '* the first in America." 

This important passage in Winthrop*s Journal is inserted under 
date of March 16, 1639, and is as follows : 

" At Providence things grew still woise ; for a sister of Mrs. 
Hutchinson, the wife of one Scott,* being infected with anabaptistry, 
and going last year to live at Providence, Mr. Williams was taken 
(or rather emboldened) by her, to make open profession thereof, and 
accordingly was re-baptized by one Holyman, a poor man late of 
Salem. Then Mr. Williams re-baptized him and some ten more. 
They also denied the baptizing of infants, and would have no mag- 
istrates, "f 

The exact time when this took place is unknown. The language 

of Winthrop refers us to the preceding year. He says that the wife 
of one Scott going last year to Providence, Mr. Williams was em- 
boldened to make open profession of anabaptistry, and was re- 

♦In the discussion which followed the reading of this Report to the Association, 
the relationship between Mrs. Hutchinson, and "the wife of one Scott," was urged 
in proof of the existence of a Baptist church on Rhode-Island prior to the baptism of 
Roger Williams. This Mrs. Scott, it was said, came to Providence from Rhode- 
Island. She with her sister Mrs. Hutchinson, John Clarke, and others, had already 
become Baptists. After she had removed to this town, she naturally sought to con- 
vert Roger Williams to her new faith and practice, and the result was the formation 
of the First Baptist church in Providence ! Will it be believed that this series of 
hypotheses rests solely on the clause in Winthrop's Journal, to which this note refers? 
On this point we offer the following remarks: 1. For any thing that appears in 
Winthrop, Mrs. Scott may not have been on Rhode-Island before the time of her re- 
moval to Providence. It is quite as likely that she came from Boston as from New- 
port. The name of " R. Scott" appears among the number who joined Mr. Williams 
from Massachusetts soon after the settlement of the town. Mr. Savage has the fol- 
lowing note, on the above passage in Winthrop's Journal : " Richard Scott, shoema- 
ker, had been admitted of Boston church, 28 Aug. 1634, being No. 265, and is, I pre- 
sume, the same person, who, with Greene, HoUiman, the two Arnolds, and others, 
derived title in the lands of Providence under Williams. — Callender 43." The suppo- 
sition that this woman obtained her Baptist predilections elsewhere than on Rhode- 
Island, derives strength from the remark of Winthrop before quoted : " Many of 
Boston, and others, who were of Mrs. Hutchinson's judgment and party, removed to 
the Isle of Aquiday ; and others,' whow ere of the rigid separation, and savoured ana- 
baptisTTii removed to Providence." At a time then, when, whoever among the dissent- 
ients of Boston, Plymouth, and Salem, ' savoured cmcUMpHsmf** were finding their 
way, as best they might, to Providence, attracted, as they must have been, by «07?m- 
tning there, which represented and embodied, or which explained and defended, their 
peculiar religious views ; and when those who had little interest in the question of 
oaptism, but were of Mrs. Hutchinson's judgment and party, were allured in the 
same way to her house on Rhode-Island, we are told that Mrs. Scott goes forth from 
a Baptist church at Newport, a proselyting missionary, to Williams and his friends at 
Providence ! 

2. We are not at liberty to infer from the language of Winthrop, that Mrs. Scott 
had ever been baptized at the time of which he speaks. He merely says that she was 
^^ infected with anabaptistry." This is equivalent to the expression " to savour ana- 
baptism," which Winthrop elsewhere employs. It is most probable that Mrs. Scott 
urged Williams to reduce nis views of baptism to practice, and that she herself re- 
ceived the rite at his hands. 

t Savage's Winthrop, vol. 1, p. 293. 
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baptized with others. Now what period does Winthrop allude to, 
when he writes " last year ?'' The year then began on the 25th day 
of March. This entry in his Journal is under date of March 16th, 
1639, N. S. which was the last of the last month of the year 1638, 
O. S. He used the expression last year^ as we should use it, in 
connexion with a past event, were we writing on the 16th of De- 
cember. We should refer to the year of our Lord preceding the 
year in which we were writing. If then the words of Winthrop are 
to be taken in their strict sense, and there is no reason why they 
should not, they carry us back to the year 1637, for the time when 
this church was founded, or, sometime between the 25th of March, 
1637, and the 25th of March, 1638. We have no doubt, therefore, 
that this church was founded before the year 1639. Nevertheless, 
the church has not been accustomed to claim so early an origin. — 
The date of the entry in Winthrop' s Journal, which is the earliest 
authentic notice we have of the existence of the church, has usually 
been regarded as the time of its organization, viz. March, 1639. 

And now in connexion with the claim set up for the organization 
of a Baptist church in Newport prior to this date, it may here be 
asked, why should the church in Providence have been established 
in the way it was, if there was a Baptist church at Newport, with 
pastor and elders qualified to administer the ordinance of baptism ? 
Why should the unusual course of lay baptism have been resorted 
to ? Why should Roger Williams have first qualified himself, by 
receiving baptism at the hands of an unbaptized layman, that he in 
his turn might baptize his own administrator, with the rest of the 
company ? Williams was at this time the friend and assistant of 
Clarke and of his companions. It was through the advice of 
Williams that they were induced to relinquish their original design 
of emigrating to Delaware, and to settle near the Narragansett 
Bay. It was through the intervention of Williams that they se- 
cured from the Indian Sachems the title to the Island of Rhode- 
Island. Are we not bound to believe that Williams would have 
sought baptism at the hands of his Baptist neighbors, had there 
been such in the vicinity ? These questions can never be answered 
truly, without militating against the opinion of the Association's 
committee. Such questions would cast a shade of doubt over a 
much better case than has yet been made out. They are especially 
forcible, in the absence of all documentary evidence in favor of the 
early organization of the church in Newport. The peculiar circum- 
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Stances attending the baptism of Roger Williams and Ezekiel Holy- 
man, have always been regarded as springing from the necessity of 
the case, and on this ground has been justified by Baptist writers. 
That necessity was the absence of atiy Baptist ad|ninistrator. The 
act of Williams was, from the earliest day, defended on this ground, 
of which his enemies would gladly have deprived him, could it have 
been done. 

Nor are we at liberty, for any slight cause, to set aside the uni- 
form testimony of tradition, even when it is unaccompanied, as in 
this case it is not, by corroborative documentary evidence. The 
priority, in age, of the First church in Providence has been asserted 
by the unanimous voice of Baptists and of others. The story has 
been told by father to son, and handed down, through thousands of 
the families of this State and land, without change. The earliest 
chronicles have recorded it. It has been woven into every history 
which was ever written of the State or of the denomination. It is 
impossible that an event so notorious, so widely published at the 
time, and so universally received, could then or afterwards have 
been misrepresented in this its most important particular, when the 
means of correction were at hand. 

On the subject of the true date of the Newport church, this com- 
mittee have little to say. The Rev. John Callender, who was him- 
self the pastor of that church, a man of learning, candor, and dili- 
gent historical research, was led into the examination of this 
question, in the preparation of his now invaluable discourse, pro- 
nounced in 1738, one hundred years after the settlement of the 
Island of Rhode-Island. His language is : '' It is said that in 1644, 
Mr. John Clarke and some others foimed a church on the scheme 
and principles of the Baptists. It is certain that in 1648, there 
were fifteen members in full communion."* So far as the under- 
signed are informed, this is all that is at present known upon the 
subject. Mr. Callender was well aware that the founders of the 
colony on Rhode-Island were religious men, " puritans," as he says, 
*' of the highest form, who had desired and depended on the assist- 
ance of Mr. Wheelwright, a famous Congregational minister ; but 
he chose to go to Long Island. "f It is to this their high puritan 
and Congregational character, that he refers their early zeal for th& 
establishment of a school among them, and also the facts which are 
noticed in the Report to the Association, viz : that from his first coming, 

^Elton's edition, page 117. tibid. p. 116 
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Mr. Clarke carried on public worship, and that, in the language of 
Callender, " One of their first cares, both at Portsmouth and New- 
port, was to build a meeting-house, which, I suppose, was designed 
for public worship."* But in the absence of any historical link 
which could connect these occurrences with the founding of his 
church, Mr. Callender was too sound a critic, and too candid a 
writer to venture to employ them for this purpose. 

Such being the results to which this examination has led us, 
every one can determine whether it is proper for the Warren Asso- 
ciation to alter its records, according to the request of the First 
Baptist church in Newport, so as to insert the year 1638, as the 
time when that church was constituted, or in fact any year, prior to 
1 644. According to Callender, and his statement has never been 
denied, the first documentary notice of the existence of that church 
is in 1648. It is tradition only which points to an earlier date. — 
The policy has wisely governed the church in Providence, to reject 
the strong probable evidence that it was formed before the year 
1639, and to date no farther back than the time when its founding 
became a matter of record. Did the same policy govern in the in- 
stance of the Newport church, no earlier period would be named 
than 1648. The undersigned think that it is the duty of this 
church to advise the Association, that, in their opinion, no good 
reasons exist for complying with the wishes of the Newport church, 
and that fidelity to historical truth requires that the record stand 
as in former years. In what manner this suggestion should be 
ofiered, whether in the form of a simple expression of opinion, or 
by presenting to the notice of the Association the facts and reason- 
ings contained in this document, or by some more suitable method, 
it is for the wisdom of this church to determine. 

In conclusion, the undersigned offer the following remarks : — 

In itself considered, the question af priority of existence, between 
the two churches, is one of little consequence. The only rivalry 
which the Head of the church has sanctioned among His disciples, 
is that of love and of good works. All other he has emphatically 
forbidden. 

The undersigned have not been aware of any improper bias in 

*Elton's edition, page 116. 
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feror of the received opinion of all our cliurclies, and of historical' 
writers, on the subject they have examined. They have pursued 
their inquiries with an honest desire to ascertain the truth, and to 
report the result in a candid and impartial statement. The subject 
becomes important only when we consider what harrpi may spring 
out of any rash attempt to alter the records of history ; and, also, 
in this instance, because the subject has been brought to the notice 
of the Association, who have taken action upon it, and spread the 
result of their examination before the world. By these means, at- 
tention has been directed to the subject, and hundreds of persons, 
whose opportunities do not admit of their making an examina- 
tion for themselves, have been anxious to know the truth in the 
case. It seemed necessary, therefore, that this church should adopt 
some measures to ascertain the grounds of the old and received 
opinion, as well as to examine the Report of the Association's com- 
mittee. That document, having been prepared with care and labor, 
and having been printed by order of the Association, deserved a re- 
spectful consideration. 

At the same time, the undersigned cannot but express the opin- 
ion, which they strongly hold, that questions of this nature ought 
not to be submitted to the decisions of such a body as the Associa- 
tion of our churches. It is not formed for purposes of antiquarian 
and historical research'. Its character and objects are foreign to such 
investigations. It is a spiritual body, aiming solely at the promo- 
tion of the spiritual welfare of the churches which compose it. It 
has not the time, it has not the power, in its character as an Asso- 
ciation, to consider subjects of this nature, and to decide the ques- 
tions they suggest by a popular vote. It is impossible that any 
such decisions can have weight with the student of history, or 
with the public at large ; while the labor they involve must incroach 
sadly on the few hours of holy time allotted to this annual convo- 
cation. The undersigned, therefore, express the regret which they 
share with many others, that the church in Newport had not chosen 
some other organ through which to correct what they deemed an 
error in our ecclesiastical history. The press is the only means by 
which their views can be fully brought before the public mind, with 
all the reasons they have to offer in their support. If we are not 
misinformed, the subject is regarded in this light by some of the 



'mem^er g of tllat d^m<eh. The undersigned are giad. to be able to 
state, tftat s gentleman of Newport; a member of the Fkst drai^ 
there, har, for some time, been collecting and arranging materials 
fbr a fiill history of that church. The civil post which he has held 
fei many years, his connexion with the Rhode-Island Historical 
Society, and his extensive acquaintance with the early history of 
his native town^ eminently fit him for the task he has chosen. — 
His work cannot fail to add to the value of the published annals of 
the State. 

All which is respectfully submitted, 

JAMES N. GRANGER, ') 

ALEXIS CASWELL, \ Committee, 

WILLIAM GAMMELL, j 
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